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Preface
	 The	first	edition	of	this LSI Lesson Book	was	published	in	January	
2019	as	the	winter	edition	of	the	LSI Journal.  By fall 2019, it was in use at 
dozens	of	WELS	and	ELS	congregations	for	adult	Bible	study	and	in	use	
as	a	student	text	in	many	grade	schools,	high	schools,	and	colleges.		Many	
used	the	pdf	version,	or	printed	their	own	from	that	pdf.		Yet	enough	used	
the	print	version	 to	 require	 two	print	 runs	 totaling	over	3,800	copies—
three	times	the	average	print	run	at	that	time	for	the	LSI Journal.

	 This	expanded	second	edition	of	the	LSI Lesson Book summarizes 
each	lesson	and	provides	links	to	lesson	texts	which	are	free	online.		These	
recommended	articles	total	263	pages.		Quotes	in	this	lesson	book	from	
articles	 that	 I	wrote	 are	 not	 block	 indented	 as	 quotations	 normally	 are.		
Some	of	these	have	been	condensed,	while	others	have	been	expanded	for	
a	fuller	explanation.		Quotes	from	lesson	texts	written	by	others	are	block	
indented	and	kept	as	exact	quotes.		

Grade 11 – Adult
 Many	articles	referenced	as	lesson	texts	by	this	booklet	are	written	
at	an	advanced	level,	for	an	audience	which	includes	teachers	and	pastors.		
These	referenced	articles	should	be	understandable	by	most	readers	grade	
11	through	adult,	although	some	concepts	may	not	be	explained	sufficient-
ly	for	some	to	fully	comprehend.		

Grades 7 – 10
 Numerous	 teachers	 used	 the	first	 edition	of	 this	 lesson	book	 as	
a	student	text	in	grades	7-10,	even	though	they	realized	that	they	would	
need	to	help	their	students	understand	the	material.		This	second	edition	
has	been	somewhat	improved	for	understandability	by	grades	7-10,	but	it	
is	still	advanced	for	the	average	student	in	those	grades.		In	addition,	refer-
enced	texts	that	are	closer	to	that	grade	level	are	now	marked	as	“grade	7	–	
adult,”		but	some	texts	marked	as	such	are	still	rather	advanced	for	grades	
7–10.		Most	other	referenced	texts	are	marked	for	“grade	11	–	adult.”		

Mark Bergemann
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18 Key Concepts 
for a Lutheran Response to Evolution 

God	has	chosen	to	create	and	strengthen	faith	solely	 through	the	gospel	in	Word	and	sacrament	(Rom	10:17;	1	Cor	1:21,	2:13–15).  

Apologetics	 is	defending	 the	Christian	faith,	often	using	extra-bibli-
cal	arguments	(presenting	claims	from	logic,	science,	history,	etc.).		Even	
though	extra-biblical	arguments	do	not	in	any	way	increase	the	effective-
ness	of	the	gospel,	Scripture	shows	a	place	for	them	in	our	apologetic.		

Extra-biblical arguments	have	 the	 role	of	 removing	barriers	 to	
the	gospel.		

Science	is	often	seen	as	an	unbiased	producer	of	truth.		In	reality,	sci-
ence	 is	 neither	 unbiased	 nor	 a	 producer	 of	 truth.	 	 Prominent	 scientists,	
including	those	who	champion	evolution,	describe	science	as	a	biased	and	
subjective	process.		

Scientific terms must	be	used	correctly.		Evolution	must	be	described	
correctly.		Stay	within	the	limits	of	your	scientific	knowledge.	

Unprovable presuppositions	direct	and	constrain	all	science.		Evo-
lutionary	science	has	more	unprovable	presuppositions	than	other	branches	
of	science	like	physics	and	chemistry.		The	starting	assumptions	of	evolu-
tionists	require	that	creation	be	rejected.		Creation	is	rejected	NOT	on	the	
basis	of	scientific	conclusions,	but	on	the	basis	of	unprovable	a	priori	as-
sumptions.		The	three	primary	unprovable	assumptions	of	evolutionists	are:	
1)	No	Creator,	2)	No	Flood,	and	3)	“Deep	time,”	meaning	billions	of	years.		
We	know	from	Scripture	that	all	three	of	these	assumptions	are	false.

Pointing out the	assumptions	of	evolutionists	is	a	strong	and	solid	argu-
ment,	one	which	should	remain	strong	for	decades	to	come.		If	an	assump-
tion	is	wrong,	then	all	conclusions	based	on	that	assumption	are	invalid.		

Avoid	 even	 implying	 that	 all	of	 evolution	 is	wrong:	A	creationist	 can	
agree	with	much	of	evolution	theory.		This	is	especially	true	of	the	core	

LSI Lesson Book  –  www.LutheranScience.org
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evolution	teaching	of	natural	selection.		Natural	selection	really	does	pro-
duce	new	species,	but	always	within	their	biblical	kind.

Natural selection	 is	 a	 significant	 scientific	 discovery.	 	 It	 helps	 us	
better	understand	how	the	biblical	kinds	of	plants	and	animals	diversified	
into so many species.	 	 It	 helps	 us	 better	 understand	 how	 the	 estimated	
40,7001,2 species	of	amphibians,	birds,	mammals,	and	reptiles	alive	today	
could	have	descended	from	an	estimated	6273 kinds of those animals on 
Noah’s Ark.

The geologic column is	a	significant	scientific	discovery.	It	helps	us	
better	understand	the	original	diversity	of	creation.		So	many	amazing	and	
unique	plants	and	animals	which	God	created	have	gone	extinct.

Radiometric dating is a useful tool.  Carbon dating provides	rea-
sonably	accurate,	actual ages for the remains of once living things like 
wood,	bones,	shells,	and	peat	—as	long	as	those	plants	and	animals	lived	
well	after	the	Flood.		Other radiometric dating methods	provide	reason-
ably	accurate	relative ages	for	some	kinds	of	rocks.		Evolutionists	go	fur-
ther	and	claim	that	carbon dating provides	ages	up	to	50,000	years,	and	
that other radiometric dating methods	provide	not	just	relative	ages,	but	
actual	ages	(up	to	billions	of	years).			

All dating methods are	based	on	unprovable	presuppositions.		Evolu-
tionists	are	aware	that	some	of	their	presuppositions	are	often false, so they 
put	great	effort	into	minimizing	errors	due	to	false	assumptions.		Even	so,	
they	admit	that	their	assumptions	are	unprovable	and	commonly false.  For 
instance,	the	New	Mexico	Bureau	of	Geology	and	Mining	Resources	writes,	

There	 is	not	 a	 reliable	way	 to	determine	 if	 the	assumptions	are	

1		This	number	increases	constantly	as	new	species	are	discovered	and	the	defini-
tion	of	species	narrows.		The	number	of	bird	species	recently	doubled.		
Mark	Owuor	Otieno,	“How	Many	Species	of	Birds	Are	There?”	WorldAtlas,	
Nov.	2,	2017.	www.LutheranScience.org/WAbirdCount	(accessed	3-19-20)
2		Sophy	Owuor	Otieno,	“How	Many	Species	of	Reptiles	Are	There?”	Worl-
dAtlas,	Jan.	14,	2019.		www.LutheranScience.org/WAreptileCount	(accessed	
3-19-20)
3	 	Craig	Froman,	 ed.,	How	Many	Animals	Were	On	The	Ark?	 (Green	Forest:	
Master	Books,	2016),	47.	
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valid.	 	Argon	 loss	and	excess	argon	are	 two	common	problems	
that	may	cause	erroneous	ages	to	be	determined.4     

The evolution story	 is	a	mixture	of	 reality	and	fabrication.	 	True	
parts	of	evolution	are	often	used	as	proof	that	the	false	parts	of	evolution	
are	also	true.		This	is	demonstrated	in	the	following	two	points.

Evolutionists correctly	 point	 out	 that	 natural	 selection	 produces	
new species within their kind.  Then they ask us to imagine that natural 
selection	can	also	produce	new	kinds.

Evolutionists correctly	point	out	that	the	geologic	column	has	a	se-
quence	of	fossil-containing	rock	layers.		Then	they	ask	us	to	imagine that 
the	plants	and	animals	that	left	these	fossils	descended	from	a	bacteria-like	
common ancestor. 

Creationists and evolutionists often agree.  Point that out as you 
minister	to	creationists	and	to	evolutionists.		Discuss	some	of	those	points	
of	 agreement	 as	 a	 path	 to	 discussing	 the	 assumptions	which	 guide	 and	
constrain evolutionary science.  

While witnessing to unbelievers,	 your	 goal	 is	 to	 present	 the	
gospel	message	(not	to	discuss	creation	or	evolution).

Never demean evolutionists:	 Always	 remember	 that	 you	 are	
Christ’s	ambassador	to	the	world,	meaning	you	are	God’s	representative	
to	everyone,	including	evolutionists.		Do	not	belittle	those	to	whom	you	
represent	God.		Reflect	the	love	of	Christ	as	you	minister	to	both	creation-
ists	and	to	evolutionists.		

We are ambassadors for Christ, inasmuch 
as God is making an appeal through us.

2 Corinthians 5:20a, EHV

4		New	Mexico	Bureau	of	Geology	&	Mineral	Resources,	“New	Mexico	Geo-
chronology	Research	Laboratory	K/Ar	and	40Ar/39Ar	Methods,”	New	Mexico	
Institute	of	Mining	and	Technology,	(accessed	3-19-20): 
https://geoinfo.nmt.edu/labs/argon/methods/home.html 
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Lesson 1 

Theological Foundations
	 Our	response	to	evolution,	part	of	our	creation	apologetic,	must	be	
built	on	a	biblical	foundation.		This	booklet	will	teach	creation	apologetics	
starting	with	important	biblical	principles,	and	then	build	on	that	founda-
tion.  

Lesson 1 covers these “Key Concepts” from pages 5–7: 
•	God	has	chosen	to	create	and	strengthen	faith	solely	through	the	gospel	
in	Word	and	sacrament	(Rom	10:17;	1	Cor	1:21,	2:13–15).		

•	Apologetics	 is	defending	 the	Christian	faith,	often	using	extra-biblical	
arguments	 (presenting	 claims	 from	 logic,	 science,	 history,	 etc.).	 	 Even	
though	extra-biblical	arguments	do	not	in	any	way	increase	the	effective-
ness	of	the	gospel,	Scripture	shows	a	place	for	them	in	our	apologetic.		

•	Extra-biblical	arguments	have	the	role	of	removing	barriers	to	the	gospel.

•	While	witnessing	to	unbelievers,	your	goal	is	to	present	the	gospel	mes-
sage	(not	to	discuss	creation	or	evolution).

Creation Apologetics
 What	is	creation	apologetics?		The Oxford Dictionary of the Chris-
tian Church	defines	apologetics	as,	“The	defense	of	Christian	belief	and	
of	 the	Christian	way	against	alternatives	and	against	criticism.”1  While 
all	Christians	use	some	sort	of	apologetic,	confessional	Lutherans	use	a	
different	apologetic	than	other	Christians	use.		At	the	center	of	this	differ-
ence	is	the	question,	“What	is	the	place	of	reason	in	defending	the	faith?”		
In	this	lesson,	we	will	study	what	God	reveals	in	Scripture	about	human	
reason	and	its	place	in	apologetics,	and	we	will	begin	to	apply	a	biblically	
correct	view	of	human	reason	to	defending	the	creation	account.		

1		F.	L.	Cross,	and	E.	A.	Livingstone,	eds.,	The Oxford dictionary of the Christian 
Church,	3rd	ed.	(Oxford;	New	York:	Oxford	University	Press.,	2005),	87.

LSI Lesson Book  –  www.LutheranScience.org
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Use of Reason 
 Scripture teaches that we should	use	our	human	reason	(our	think-
ing	ability)	 in	a	ministerial	way,	and	that	we	should not use our human 
reason in a magisterial	way.		These	terms,	which	Scripture	does	not	use,	
help	us	summarize	what	Scripture	says	about	our	human	reason.		

 We use our reason in a ministerial	way	as	we	use	it	to	understand	
what	God	is	revealing	in	Scripture.		When	we	hear	God’s	Word	in	church,	
we	must	think	about	what	our	pastor	is	saying	so	that	we	can	understand	it.		
That	is	a	correct	use	of	our	human	reasoning	ability.		We	call	this	a	minis-
terial	use	of	reason,	because	our	reason	is	a	servant	in	ministry.		Think	of	
your	pastor	(your	minister)	who	is	a	servant	to	the	gospel.		

 We use our reason in a magisterial	way,	 if	we	place	our	reason	
over	Scripture.		This	is	wrong.		It	is	as	if	our	reason	is	a	king	(a	magistrate	
or	judge)	over	God’s	Word.		Sadly,	many	Christian	churches	use	reason	in	
a magisterial	way	to	invent	unbiblical	doctrines.		

	 Scripture	also	teaches	that	God	works	only	through	the	gospel	in	
Word	(the	Bible)	and	sacrament	(Baptism	and	Holy	Communion)	to	cre-
ate	and	strengthen	faith.		We	call	the	Word	and	sacraments	the	“means	of	
grace.”		Human	reason	is	not	a	means	of	grace,	yet	churches	that	use	rea-
son in a magisterial way often treat reason as if it were a means of grace. 

	 Scripture	shows	a	place	for	apologetics	(extra-biblical	arguments	
from	history,	science,	logic,	etc.)	in	ministry.		We	can	use	apologetics	in	an	
attempt	to	remove	barriers	to	the	gospel.		

Ministry to Believers: Apologetics	can	help	believers	by	blunting	temp-
tations,	helping	them	see	logical	inconsistencies	in	unbelief,	and	helping	
them	better	understand	spiritual	truths.		In	places	like	1	Corinthians	chap-
ters	9	and	15,	Paul	uses	many	logical	arguments	when	addressing	believ-
ers.		Evolution	is	a	strong	temptation	to	many	Christians.		Evolution	leads	
many	to	lose	their	faith	in	Jesus.		For	such	Christians,	creation	apologetics	
can	greatly	reduce	the	temptation	of	evolution,	which	is	one	way	apologet-
ics	can	remove	barriers	to	the	gospel.

LSI Lesson Book  –  www.LutheranScience.org
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Ministry to Unbelievers: While witnessing to unbelievers,	 apologetics	
can	sometimes	be	of	value	if	it	leads	to	an	opportunity	to	share	the	gospel	
message.		Jesus	repeatedly	used	logical	arguments	to	silence	unbelievers.2  
Peter	and	Paul	sometimes	preceded	their	gospel	message	with	arguments	
from reason.3		Reason	may	also	be	useful	in	silencing	certain	objections	to	
the	validity	of	Scripture.		While	witnessing	to	unbelievers, the only role of 
apologetics	is	to	open	doors	for	the	gospel.		Presentation	of	law	and	gospel	
to	the	unbeliever	should	not	be	delayed.

 In	both	these	cases,	ministry	to	believers	and	ministry	to	unbeliev-
ers,	the	role	of	apologetics	is	to	remove	barriers	to	the	gospel.		Apologetics	
may	 be	 commonplace	 in	ministry	 to	believers, where it often removes 
barriers	to	the	gospel	by	reducing	temptations	and	enabling	a	better	un-
derstanding	of	spiritual	truths.		In	ministry	to	unbelievers,	apologetics	has	
a	more	limited	role―that	of	leading	the	unbeliever	to	listen	to	the	gospel	
message.  

	 Several	of	 the	above	paragraphs	are	 from	 the	article	“Can	Wit-
nessing	a	Miracle	Lead	to	Faith?”	which	serves	as	this	lesson’s	primary	
text	(grade	7	–	adult).		Read	this	article	in	the	winter	2020	LSI Journal at 
www.LutheranScience.org/2020winter.

	 Advanced	 students	 (grade	 11	 –	 adult)	 who	wish	 to	 learn	more	
are	encouraged	to	also	read	“The	Narrow	Lutheran	Middle	Road	for	Cre-
ation.”	 	That	 article	was	 published	 in	 the	 summer	 2016	Wisconsin Lu-
theran Quarterly	(WLQ).		An	online	pdf	can	be	found	by	searching	the	
seminary	essay	file	at	http://www.wlsessays.net/.  A shorter version, which 
is	missing	the	2-page	section	titled	“Proper	Apologetics,”	is	in	the	spring	
2016	LSI Journal at www.LutheranScience.org/2016spring.		The	biblical-
ly	correct	“middle	 road”	 is	described	 in	 this	 lesson	 text,	along	with	 the	
ditches	on	each	side.		

	 There	is	a	narrow	Lutheran	middle	road	regarding	Creation.		Let’s	
travel	 that	narrow	road	while	not	 falling	 into	 the	ditches	on	either	side.		

2		Matthew	12:9–14;		12:24–29;		21:23–27;		22:15–22;		Luke	13:15–16.
3		Acts	2:14–15;		14:15-17;		17:22,23,28–29.
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The	ditch	on	one	side	incorrectly	sees	arguments	from	reason	as	able	to	aid	
in	creating	or	sustaining	faith.		The	ditch	on	the	other	side	incorrectly	sees	
no	place	at	all	for	arguments	from	reason	in	our	apologetic	(in	our	defense	
of the faith).

	 The	heart	of	“The	Narrow	Lutheran	Middle	Road	for	Creation”	is	
a	summary	of	part	1	of:	“The	Place	of	Reason	in	Defending	the	Christian	
Faith:	with	ministry	ideas	regarding	creation/evolution”	(grade	11	–	adult).		
Those	who	wish	to	read	even	more	about	the	use	of	reason	can	read	this	
32-page	article	at	www.LutheranScience.org/2012reason.

Did God Use Evolution to Create?
• Why	do	some	Christians	believe	in	millions	of	years?
•	How	do	they	attempt	to	make	the	Bible	conform	to	millions	of	years?
•	Scripture	shows	these	Christians	place	their	Christian	faith	in	jeopardy.

	 Our	final	text	is	a	video	which	examines	these	topics.		It	briefly	
shows	that	much	of	Christianity	has	accepted	the	lie	of	millions	of	years,	
then	 discusses	 how	 the	 evolution	 story	 is	written—using	 science	 alone	
and	rejecting	all	supernatural	explanations.	 	Finally,	 it	shows	how	some	
Christians	attempt	to	make	Scripture	conform	to	millions	of	years,	and	that	
doing	so	leads	away	from	faith	in	Jesus.		

	 Even	 though	 parts	 of	 the	 evolution	 story	 are	 true,	much	 of	 the	
evolution	story	goes	against	Scripture.	We	can	be	CERTAIN	the	parts	of	
evolution	that	go	against	Scripture	are	FALSE,	because	we	know	that	the	
Bible	is	true.		Evolution	attacks	the	gospel	and	the	need	for	a	Savior.		Evo-
lution	denies	the	doctrines	of	sin,	the	law,	and	death.		Evolution	dispenses	
with	the	need	for	a	Creator.		Evolution	is	incompatible	with	the	Christian	
faith.		Christians	who	accept	evolution	place	their	Christian	faith	in	jeop-
ardy.		False	teachings	about	creation	are	just	like	all	other	false	teachings,	
they	lead	away	from	Jesus.		They	are	extremely	dangerous	to	a	person’s	
Christian faith. 

	 Watch	the	36-minute	video,	“Did	God	Use	Evolution	to	Create?”	
(grade	7	–	adult),	at	www.LutheranScience.org/DidGodUseEvolution. 

LSI Lesson Book  –  www.LutheranScience.org
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Lesson 2

The Nature of Science
 Leading	 scientists	 describe	 science	 as	 a	 biased	 and	 subjec-
tive	 process	 that	 may	 not	 produce	 final	 truth	 on	 anything.	 	 Listen	 to	
what	 these	 scientists	 say	as	you	 read	 the	first	 text	 for	 this	 lesson,	 “The	
Nature	 of	 Science”	 (grade	 7	 –	 adult)	 in	 the	 fall	 2018	 LSI Journal at 
www.LutheranScience.org/2018fall.  

Lesson 2 covers these “Key Concepts” from page 5:
•	Science	is	often	seen	as	an	unbiased	producer	of	truth.		In	reality,	science	
is	neither	unbiased	nor	a	producer	of	truth.		Prominent	scientists,	including	
those	who	champion	evolution,	describe	science	as	a	biased	and	subjective	
process.		

•	Scientific	 terms	must	be	used	correctly.	 	Evolution	must	be	described	
correctly.		Stay	within	the	limits	of	your	scientific	knowledge.		 

Dinosaur Science
 The	second	text	for	this	lesson	is	a	pair	of	articles	on	dinosaurs	by	
Professor	Paul	Boehlke.		While	these	articles	teach	us	much	about	dino-
saurs,	their	primary	theme	is	the	nature	of	science.		Dr.	Boehlke	writes,

How	do	we	fit	dinosaurs	into	a	Christian	view	of	history	and	sci-
ence?			We	do	not	have	all	the	answers.	Scripture	does	not	detail	
the	issue;	the	Bible	deals	with	the	more	important	matters	of	faith	
and	salvation.		History	has	forgotten	these	ancient	beasts,	and	sci-
ence	cannot	claim	the	truth	for	this	area	of	study.	 	Yet	there	are	
things	 that	can	and	should	be	said.	 	Dinosaurs	are	valid	subject	
matter	for	the	Christian	classroom.		These	huge	land	animals	de-
clare	the	glory	of	God.	The	subject	can	also	serve	to	foster	a	better	
understanding	of	science	and	our	world.
…There	were	no	prehistoric	times	or	creatures	in	the	sense	that	
the	term	is	usually	used.		…Science	changes;	new	ideas	replace	
the	old.		Science	does	not	generate	truth,	but	rather,	useful	expla-
nations.		Our	students	need	to	know	about	how	science	works.		Di-
nosaur	science	is	typical	science	which	shows	how	mankind	cre-
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ates	explanations	and	picks	and	organizes	facts	to	fit	the	current	
scheme.		…All	science	changes,	even	science	done	by	well-mean-
ing Christians.  
...Scientists	do	not	think	about	the	effects	of	a	world-wide	flood	
because	 they	cannot	 imagine	a	natural	cause	 for	 such	an	event.	
That	is	part	of	the	nature	of	modern	science	and	one	of	its	inherent	
limitations.	The	content	of	science	excludes	the	supernatural.
...Children	should	certainly	study	dinosaurs.		It	should	not	be	dif-
ficult	for	them	to	see	how	scientists	are	arriving	at	their	conclu-
sions.	 	They	 use	 selected	 facts,	 use	 information	 that	we	 accept	
about	existing	animals	to	compare	and	build	a	reasonable	story.		
Our	students	should	not	come	to	ridicule	the	scientist	but	to	sense	
the	limitations	of	science	and	of	all	our	knowledge.		Science	and	
other	disciplines	can	be	very,	very	wrong.		A	good	scientist	knows	
this.  

 Read	Dr.	Boehlke’s	 articles,	 “Dinosaurs,	God’s	Creatures,”	 and	
“Dinosaur	Retrospect,”	(both	for	grade	7	–	adult)	on	pages	6-25	in	the	fall	
2018	LSI Journal at www.LutheranScience.org/2018fall.  

Science is Often Wrong
 Our	next	text	examines	the	history	of	science,	how	science	is	of-
ten	wrong,	why	scientific	theories	have	evidence,	and	who	defines	what	
science	is	and	is	not.		

	 The	 origin	 of	 the	 word	 “science”	 is	 from	 words	 meaning	 “to	
know,”	and	“having	knowledge.”		The	particular	meaning	of	science	dis-
cussed	in	this	lesson	book	is	that	which	scientists	practice	(physics,	chem-
istry,	geology,	biology,	evolution,	paleontology,	etc.).	 	Science	 is	a	way	
of	gaining	knowledge	about	nature.		It	is	a	human	activity.		As	a	human	
activity,	those	who	practice	science	work	to	define	and	redefine	science.			

	 Creationists	often	make	the	claim,	“Evolution	is	only	a	theory—it	
is	not	proven.”		Many	articles	in	the	LSI Journal have	warned	creationists	
to	never	say	that,	since	it	shows	they	know	little	about	basic	scientific	ter-
minology.		Scientific	theories	do	not	become	laws	when	they	accumulate	
additional	evidence.		Both	the	laws	and	the	theories	of	science	are	scien-
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tific	facts,	since	those	laws	and	theories	are	overwhelmingly	accepted	as	
such	by	the	scientific	community.		In	science,	the	terms	“theory,”	“law,”	
and	“fact”	are	all	treated	as	temporary	truth,	which	can	be	overturned	at	
any	time	when	falsified,	and	then	replaced	with	another	temporary	truth.1

	 Theories	and	laws	of	science	(the	facts	of	science)	explain	obser-
vational	evidence.		Those	that	do	not	are	eventually	replaced	by	new	the-
ories	and	laws	that	do.		Newton’s	law	of	gravity	was	found	to	not	explain	
all	observations,	so	in	1916	it	was	replaced	by	Einstein’s	theory	of	general	
relativity. 

	 Our	next	text	concludes	with	a	summary:	We	have	seen	that	evolu-
tion	is	a	lie,	because	it	is	contrary	to	Scripture.		We’ve	looked	at	the	nature	
of	evidence,	and	found	that	false	things	like	evolution	can	have	evidence.		
We’ve	considered	how	science	 is	sometimes	wrong,	and	how	evolution	
is	one	of	the	places	where	science	is	wrong.		Next,	we	surveyed	several	
of	the	countless	pieces	of	evidence	for	evolution,	and	the	weaknesses	of	
that	evidence.		Creationists	see	similar	weakness	in	nearly	all	evidence	for	
evolution.  

	 Finally,	we	evaluated	who	defines	science,	and	that	the	scientific	
community	overwhelmingly	accepts	evolution	as	having	evidence.		Evo-
lution	has	evidence:		because	evolution	is	a	widely	accepted	scientific	the-
ory,	and	by	definition	a	scientific	theory	has	evidence,	or	else	it	would	not	
be	scientific.		Evolution	is	science,	because	it	fits	the	definition	of	science.		
Science	is	defined	by	scientists,	and	the	scientific	community	overwhelm-
ingly	defines	evolution	as	science	and	as	having	evidence.

	 Read	the	January	2015	LSI Journal article, “How	Can	A	Lie	Like	
Evolution	Have	Scientific	Evidence?”	(grade	11	–	adult).
www.LutheranScience.org/2015Lie. 

1		“Fact: In science, an observation that has been repeatedly confirmed and for 
all practical purposes is accepted as ‘true.’ Truth in science, however, is never 
final, and what is accepted as a fact today may be modified or even discarded 
tomorrow.”		
Science and Creationism: A View from the National Academy of Sciences,	2nd	ed.	
(Washington,	DC:	National	Academy	Press,	1999),	2.	[pdf	page	13.]	
http://nap.edu/6024		(accessed	3-19-20)
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Blunting the Temptation of Evolution
 Evolution	truly	is	a	deception	of	Satan,	which	he	uses	to	pull	God’s	
children	(you	and	me)	away	from	trust	in	Jesus.		It	is	through	faith	that	we	
believe	in	creation.		Even	so,	our	human	reason	can	help	us	to	see	the	logi-
cal	weaknesses	of	evolution.		The	temptation	of	evolution	is	blunted	when	
we	know	how	weak	the	evidence	for	evolution	is.		The	world	around	us	is	
often	as	we	would	expect,	based	on	the	biblical	account	of	creation.		The	
world	around	us	is	often	not	as	would	be	expected,	if	evolution	were	true.		

Blinded by Unbelief
 In the LSI Journal	 series,	“Evolutionists	Say	Amazing	Things,”	
we	see	that	evolutionists	sometimes	speak	very	frankly	about	evolution.		
At	 those	 times,	evolutionists	pull	back	 the	curtain	 to	reveal	 that	 the	ev-
idence	 for	evolution	 is	not	as	 strong	as	 they	claim.	 	At	 the	 start	of	 this	
lesson	we	read	an	article	from	that	article	series,	“The	Nature	of	Science.”		
Our	final	text	for	this	lesson	is	also	from	that	series.		It	compares	several	
quotes	of	Richard	Dawkins	to	what	God	reveals	in	Romans	1:18-23.		

	 Richard	Dawkins,	 Ph.D.	 in	 biology	 and	 international	 champion	
of	evolution,	wrote	many	books	to	show	evolution	is	true.		In	one	of	his	
books,	Dawkins	wrote	that	he	is	“satisfied”	to	have	an	“implausible	theo-
ry”	of	evolution!2		In	another	he	wrote	that	evolution	is	“a	leap	of	imagi-
nation	so	large,	that	to	this	day,	many	people	seem	unwilling	to	make	it.”3

	 God	 reveals	 that	everyone	knows	a	powerful	creator	god	exists	
because	it	is	evident	in	nature.		Dawkins	writes	that	our	“brains	seem	pre-
disposed”	to	belief	in	a	creator	god.4		God	reveals	in	Romans	1:18-23	that	
those	who	reject	 their	Creator	God	“claim	 to	be	wise,”	but	 they	“try	 to	
suppress	the	truth”	and	become	“fools”	as	they	replace	their	Creator	God	
with	gods	they	make	themselves.		

2		Richard	Dawkins,	The Greatest Show on Earth—The Evidence for Evolution,  
hardcover	ed.	(New	York	NY:	Free	Press,	2009),	422.
3		Richard	Dawkins,	The Blind Watchmaker,	2nd	ed.	(New	York:	W.	W.	Norton	&	
Co.,	1996),	xix.		[First	edition	was	in	1986.]	
4  Dawkins, The Blind Watchmaker,	xix.	
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	 Dawkins,	claiming	to	be	wise,	suppresses	the	truth	and	asks	us	to	
make	“a	very	large	leap	of	imagination”	by	rejecting	our	Creator	God	and	
instead	being	“satisfied	with	an	implausible	theory,”	a	theory	invented	by	
people.		If	only	everyone	would	accept	their	Creator	God	whom	they	see	
in	nature,	and	their	Savior	God	whom	they	see	in	Scripture.		Pray	for	those	
blinded	by	unbelief.			

	 Read	our	text,	“Dawkins:	Evolution	is	an	‘Implausible	Theory’”	
(grade	7	–	adult)	in	the	winter	2018	LSI Journal at 
www.LutheranScience.org/2018winter. 

What is Evolution?
 Let’s	close	this	lesson	by	defining	“evolution.”		Grade	school	and	
high	school	science	textbooks	often	use	very	broad	and	mostly	worthless	
definitions	for	the	term	“evolution,”	definitions	which	are	fallacious,5 since 
they	are	biased.		For	example,	a	biased	definition	of	evolution	is	“change	
through	time.”		Everyone	accepts	that	things	change	through	time,	so	by	
this	definition,	everyone	should	accept	evolution	as	true.		
 
	 We	should	use	the	complete	definition	of	“evolution”	as	used	by	
evolutionists.		Evolution	includes	biological	evolution,	but	also	stellar	evo-
lution.		We	should	define	evolution	as	meaning	cosmological	(or	cosmic)	
evolution,	which	is	evolution	from	the	Big	Bang	to	the	present	day.		Evo-
lution	teaches	that	stars	turned	into	people	over	billions	of	years.		Many	
people	see	that	as	impossible,	while	those	same	people	may	see	ape-like	
creatures	changing	into	people	as	possible.		We	all	know	that	living	things	
change	over	generations.		New	types	of	plants	and	pets	are	developed	all	
the	time.		It	is	harder	to	see	stars	changing	into	people.		

	 The	evolution	story	was	summarized	in	our	lesson	1	video.			Even	
if	you	watched	that	video,	it	is	good	to	review	the	evolution	story,	so	you	
can	 keep	 it	 in	mind	 as	 you	 use	 creation	 apologetics.	 	This is the story 
that evolutionists must defend.		When	the	entire	evolution	story	is	briefly	
summarized	as	 is	done	here,	 that	 story	sounds	 impossible	 to	many.	 	As	

5		“Fallacious”	means	using	one	or	more	common	errors	in	reasoning.		That	type	
of	incorrect	thinking	is	called	a	“logical	fallacy.”		See	pages	9-16	in	the	spring	
2018	LSI Journal at www.LutheranScience.org/2018spring	(accessed	3-19-20).
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Dawkins	wrote,	 evolution	 is	 an	 “implausible”	 story.	 	Let’s	 list	 some	of	
the	false	parts	of	evolution,	starting	with	the	Big	Bang.		There	are	many	
evolutionary	views,	but	the	following	is	held	by	most	evolutionists.			

The Evolution Story
 At	 the	beginning	of	 time,	13.81	billion	years	 ago,	 a	very	 small	
point	rapidly	expanded	producing	time,	space,	and	energy.		This	is	called	
“The	Big	Bang.”	Over	 thousands	 of	 years	 the	 resulting	 energy	 cooled,	
becoming	 the	 lightest	 elements	of	matter,	 hydrogen	and	helium.	 	Some	
of	that	hydrogen	gas	was	pulled	into	balls,	under	its	own	gravity,	to	form	
stars.		Some	of	these	first-generation	stars	were	large	enough	to	produce	
heavier	elements	like	iron,	which	they	scattered	across	the	universe	when	
they	exploded	in	supernovae.		The	matter	these	exploding	stars	expelled	
pulled	together	to	form	new	stars,	and	planets	formed	around	them	from	
the	 remaining	matter.	 	Our	planet,	 earth,	was	 formed	4.54	billion	years	
ago.		Living	things	came	about	naturally	from	non-living	chemicals.		The	
first	one-celled	life	forms	gradually	changed	into	all	the	various	plants	and	
animals.		Through	a	process	of	death	and	suffering,	driven	by	mutations,	
animals	evolved	into	new	kinds	of	animals.	 	Ape-like	creatures	evolved	
into	humans	through	this	same	process	of	death	and	suffering.			

	 Famous	evolutionist	Carl	Sagan	said	in	the	original	Cosmos	TV	
series,	we	are	all	“star	stuff.”		He	said	this	because	evolutionists	believe	
that	 matter	 from	 exploding	 stars	 changed	 into	 people,	 over	 billions	 of	
years,	all	by	itself.		No	creator	needed.

	 It	 is	 entirely	 appropriate	 to	 call	 the	 theory	of	 evolution	a	 story.		
Our	first	 text	 for	 this	 lesson	had	 a	 lengthy	quote	 from	one	of	 the	most	
prominent	evolutionists	of	all	time,	Ernst	Mayr.		This	quote	is	from	an	arti-
cle which Scientific American	published	in	2000	and	again	in	2009.		Mayr	
goes	into	great	detail	explaining	that	evolutionary	biology	is	a	“historical	
narrative”	which	is	“largely	based	on	concepts”	and	written	without	using	
“laws	or	experiments.”		Our	first	text	also	included	a	lengthy	quote	from	
a	college	textbook	on	evolution	which	explains	how	evolutionary	biology	
brings	“historicity	into	science”	and	rejects	the	scientific	method	of	exper-
imentation.		The	quote	ends	with	these	amazing	words,	“Biologists	con-
tinue	to	undertake	evolutionary	investigations...whether	the	methodology	
is	philosophically	correct	or	not.”	
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Lesson 3

A Lutheran Response
	 A	Lutheran	response	to	evolution	(our	creation	apologetic)	must	
use reason in a ministerial way, not in a magisterial	way,	as	we	discussed	
in	lesson	1	(page	9).		Creation	is	an	article	of	faith.		We	believe	what	God	
reveals	in	Scripture	about	creation	by	faith.1		When	we	point	out	logical	
weaknesses	in	the	evolution	story,	we	do	not	expect	that	we	can	scientifi-
cally	prove	with	certainty	that	evolution	is	false	or	that	creation	is	true.			 	

 A Lutheran response	 to	evolution	will	always	keep	 in	mind	 the	
purpose	of	apologetics:	to	remove	barriers	to	the	gospel.		

Lesson 3 covers these “Key Concepts” from page 5:
•	 Unprovable	 presuppositions	 direct	 and	 constrain	 all	 science.		
Evolutionary	 science	 has	 more	 unprovable	 presuppositions	 than	 other	
branches	of	science	like	physics	and	chemistry.		The	starting	assumptions	
of	evolutionists	require	that	creation	be	rejected.		Creation	is	rejected	NOT	
on	the	basis	of	scientific	conclusions,	but	on	the	basis	of	unprovable	a	priori	
assumptions.		The	three	primary	unprovable	assumptions	of	evolutionists	
are:	1)	No	Creator,	2)	No	Flood,	and	3)	“Deep	time,”	meaning	billions	of	
years.		We	know	from	Scripture	that	all	three	of	these	assumptions	are	false.

•	 Pointing	 out	 the	 assumptions	 of	 evolutionists	 is	 a	 strong	 and	 solid	
argument,	 one	which	 should	 remain	 strong	 for	 decades	 to	 come.	 	 If	 an	
assumption	is	wrong,	 then	all	conclusions	based	on	that	assumption	are	
invalid.				

 In our lesson	2	text,	Prof.	Boehlke	proposed	a	great	response	to	
evolution	(“Dinosaur	Retrospect,”	fall	2018	LSI Journal,	page	24),

Rather	than	critique	particular	scientific	findings	to	support	Scrip-
ture,	it	is	better	that	we	recognize	that	the	modern	scientific	para-
digm	is	causing	the	problem.		The	modern	scientific	paradigm	or	

1		Hebrews	11:3	(EHV),	“By faith we know that the universe was created by God’s 
word, so that what is seen did not come from visible things.”
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worldview	limits	itself	to	the	study	of	natural	causes	(methodolog-
ical	naturalism).		Carried	further	it	presupposes	that	there	are	only	
natural	causes	(philosophical	naturalism).		This	assumption	rules	
out	 any	 action	 by	God	 at	 the	 very	 beginning	of	 any	 reasoning.		
Naturalism	 is	 the	 problem,	 and	 it	 drives	 the	macroevolutionary	
worldview.		The	“Prime	Apologetic”	for	Christians	has	to	be	to	put	
the	naturalism	assumption	on	the	table	when	discussing	evolution.

Presuppositions in Science
 Unproven	 assumptions	 guide	 the	 entire	 scientific	 process	 from	
start	to	finish.		Assumptions	determine	what	is	to	be	observed	and	what	is	
not	to	be	observed,	which	methods,	calculations,	and	models	to	use,	and	
which	to	reject.	 	Assumptions	determine	which	conclusions	are	allowed	
and	which	are	not	allowed.		Science	is	a	biased	process.		Evolut ionis ts	
start	with	 countless	 unproven	 presuppositions.	These	 unproven	 starting	
assumptions	require	that	creation	be	rejected.			

 Pointing	out	the	assumptions	of	evolutionists	is	a	strong	and	solid	
argument.		If	an	assumption	is	wrong,	then	all	conclusions	based	on	that	
assumption	are	invalid.		Pointing	out	these	assumptions	is	relatively	easy.		
On	the	other	hand,	pointing	out	scientific	problems	with	evolution	is	often	
much	more	difficult	and	is	much	more	easily	countered	by	the	evolution-
ist.		Why	not	make	the	easy	and	solid	argument	of	pointing	out	assump-
tions,	instead	of	a	more	difficult	and	often	weaker	argument	(one	which	
may	be	incorrect	a	few	years	down	the	road)?		

	 Simply	pointing	out	 the	first	 and	primary	 assumption	of	 evolu-
tionists,	 their	 “no	 creator”	 assumption,	 is	 a	 powerful	 and	 easy	 to	make	
argument.	The	“no	creator”	assumption	is	 imposed	on	every	conclusion	
which	evolutionists	make.		Pointing	out	other	major	assumptions	such	as	
the	“no	flood”	and	“deep	time”	assumptions	is	also	powerful.		

	 Our	 text	 for	 this	 lesson	 details	 these	 presuppositions.	 	 It	 then	
demonstrates	how	these	assumptions	change	the	scientific	process	used,	
and	conclusions	reached,	by	evolutionists.		



20 LSI Lesson Book  –  www.LutheranScience.org

Origin of Life
 One	example	from	our	text	is	the	origin	of	life.		Evolutionists	sim-
ply	assume	that	non-living	chemicals	self-assembled	into	the	first	living	
thing.  To those who write the evolution story, it must	be	true	that	millions	
of	lifeless	chemical	molecules	spontaneously	combined	to	form	the	first	
living	thing.	 	 It	must	be	 true,	because	they	reject	 the	only	alternative:	a	
creator	god.	 	Amazingly,	evolutionists	have	no	 idea	how	chemicals	can	
naturally	generate	life.		World	renowned	evolutionist	Paul	Davies	writes	
in Scientific American	(September	2016),

We	 do	 not	 know	 the	 process	 that	 transformed	 a	 mishmash	 of	
chemicals	into	a	living	cell,	with	all	its	staggering	complexity.		…
We	are	almost	as	much	in	the	dark	today	about	the	pathway	from	
nonlife	to	life	as	Charles	Darwin	was	when	he	wrote,	“It	is	mere	
rubbish	thinking	at	present	of	the	origin	of	life;	one	might	as	well	
think	of	the	origin	of	matter.”2

No Flood
 A core assumption	of	evolutionists	is	that	there	was	never	a	global	
flood	on	earth.		They	assume	this	to	be	the	case,	because	they	cannot	think	
of	a	natural	cause	for	a	global	flood,	based	on	their	evolutionary	model	of	
a	4.54	billion	year	old	earth	that	solidified	from	molten	rock,	and	whose	
water	accumulated	from	comets	crashing	into	the	planet.		God	reveals	that	
He	sent	the	Flood.3		We	need	not	find	a	natural	cause	for	it.		If	there	really	
was	 a	 global	flood	on	 earth	 thousands	 of	 years	 ago,	 then	 evolutionists’	
interpretation	of	fossils	and	of	the	geologic	column	is	wrong.		

	 Our	lesson	text	ends	with	the	words,	“Instead	of	questioning	the	
science	of	evolution,	question	the	unproven	assumptions	which	direct	and	
constrain	that	science.”		Read	“Assumptions	of	Evolutionists”	(grade	7	–
adult)	in	the	fall	2017	LSI Journal at www.LutheranScience.org/2017fall.

2		Paul	Davies,	“Many	Planets	Not	Much	Life:	We	Still	Have	No	Idea	How	Easy	
It	Is	for	Life	to	Arise–And	It	May	Be	Incredibly	Difficult,”	in	Forum: Commen-
tary on Science in the News from the Experts,	Scientific	American,	September	
2016,	8.
3	 	Genesis	6:17a	(EHV):	“I myself am about to bring a flood of waters on the 
earth, in order to destroy all flesh under the sky that has the breath of life.”
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Lesson 4

Natural Selection
	 It	 is	 vital	 that	we	accurately	understand	 the	basics	of	 evolution	
theory	and	the	correct	definition	of	scientific	terms.		If	we	make	false	state-
ments	about	evolution,	or	use	scientific	terms	incorrectly,	we	can	eventu-
ally	lead	those	to	whom	we	are	ministering	to	question	everything	we	say.		
If	they	cannot	trust	what	we	say	about	science,	can	they	trust	what	we	say	
about	Jesus?

	 Many	creationists	misunderstand	some	basic	aspects	of	evolution	
theory.		Even	if	they	attempt	to	educate	themselves	about	evolution,	they	
are	often	misled	by	 incorrect	 information	 they	find	online.	 	Even	 some	
very	impressive	creation	websites	(and	a	few	evolution	websites	too)	inac-
curately	present	evolution	theory.		

Lesson 4 covers these “Key Concepts” from pages 5–7:
•	Scientific	 terms	must	be	used	correctly.	 	Evolution	must	be	described	
correctly.		Stay	within	the	limits	of	your	scientific	knowledge.

•	Avoid	 even	 implying	 that	 all	 of	 evolution	 is	wrong:	A	creationist	 can	
agree with much of evolution theory.  

• Natural	selection	is	a	significant	scientific	discovery.		It	helps	us	better	
understand	how	the	biblical	kinds	of	plants	and	animals	diversified	into	so	
many species. 

•	The	evolution	story	is	a	mixture	of	reality	and	fabrication.		True	parts	of	
evolution	are	often	used	as	proof	that	the	false	parts	of	evolution	are	also	
true.

•	 Evolutionists	 correctly	 point	 out	 that	 natural	 selection	 produces	 new	
species within their kind.  Then they ask us to imagine that natural selection 
can	also	produce	new	kinds.

•	Creationists	and	evolutionists	often	agree.		Point	that	out	as	you	minister	
to	creationists	and	to	evolutionists.		

LSI Lesson Book  –  www.LutheranScience.org



22

Species and Kinds
 Our	first	text	for	this	lesson	defines	the	terms	“natural	selection,”	
“species,”	and	“kinds.”	

Natural Selection:	The	natural	process	by	which	successive	generations	
of	plants	and	animals	can	eventually	become	different	from	their	ances-
tors.		Natural	selection	is	the	same	as	artificial	selection,	except	the	envi-
ronment	does	the	selecting	instead	of	people.

Species:	A	group	of	animals	or	plants	which	normally	 interbreed	 in	 the	
wild	is	a	species.  There are many species	in	most	biblical	kinds.  There 
are	dozens	of	species	in	the	cat	family,	but	since	most	cats	can	interbreed,	
there	are	probably	only	one	or	maybe	two	biblical	kinds	of	cats.		Scientific	
taxonomic	ranking	has	species	as	the	lowest	rank,	then	genus,	then	family.		
For	most	kinds,	it	appears	that	family	is	the	closest	taxonomic	rank	to	kind.

	 Read	“Glossary	for	the	Creationist,”	(grade	7	–	adult)	in	the	spring	
2018	LSI Journal at www.LutheranScience.org/2018spring.

Evolution is a Mixture of Reality and Fabrication
	 Our	first	 text	 for	 this	 lesson	 is	 from	an article series in the LSI 
Journal	 which	 teaches	 evolution	 theory	 and	 a	 Lutheran	 response	 to	 it:	
“Know	Evolution:	The	Evolution	Story	is	a	Mixture	of	Reality	and	Fabri-
cation.”		

Reality:	Natural	selection	produces	new	species	of	plants	and	animals.		

Fabrication:	The	claim	that	natural	selection	produces	new	kinds	of	plants	
and	animals.			

 There are many species	in	most	biblical	kinds.  Every kind	of	plant	
and	animal	which	exists	today,	or	which	has	gone	extinct,	was	created	by	
God	thousands	of	years	ago	during	the	six	days	of	creation.		No	new	kinds 
ever	develop.		New	species	develop	all	the	time,	but	always	within	their	
own kind.  

LSI Lesson Book  –  www.LutheranScience.org



23

	 Our	first	lesson	text	explains	two	ways	that	natural	selection	can	
produce	new	species,	always	within	the	same	kind.		Both	ways	(with	and	
without DNA mutations) result in a loss of DNA information.  Creationists 
and	 evolutionists	 can	 agree	 that	 natural	 selection	produces	new	 species	
this	way,	where	no	new	kinds	ever	develop.

	 Evolutionists	and	creationists	part	ways	when	evolutionists	claim	
that	natural	selection	can	produce	new	kinds	of	plants	and	animals.		Now	
evolutionists	do	not	use	the	biblical	term	“kind,”	nor	do	they	accept	that	
there	is	a	barrier	between	kinds.  

 New kinds	 of	 creatures	 require	 new	DNA	 information	 to	 build	
new	body	parts,	such	as	a	creature	with	scales	gaining	the	information	to	
grow	feathers.		Evolutionists	put	forth	examples	of	new	DNA	information,	
such	 as	mutations	 causing	duplicated	DNA	 information,	or	DNA	 infor-
mation	which	is	lost	through	mutation	and	later	regained	through	another	
mutation.		While	these	examples	fit	a	wide	definition	of	new	information,	
they	are	not	the	type	of	new	information	needed	to	produce	a	new	kind.		

	 No	matter	how	much	a	scaly	reptile’s	DNA	information	is	dupli-
cated,	the	information	for	a	feather	will	never	be	produced.	The	type	of	
new	DNA	information	needed	for	a	new	kind	has	never	been	observed.		

	 Natural	selection	is	a	significant	scientific	discovery.		It	helps	us	
better	understand	how	the	biblical	kinds	of	plants	and	animals	diversified	
into	 so	many	 species.	 	 It	 helps	 us	 better	 understand	 how	 the	 estimated	
40,700	species	of	amphibians,	birds,	mammals,	and	 reptiles	alive	 today	
could	have	descended	from	an	estimated	627	kinds	of	 those	animals	on	
Noah’s	Ark.		God	built	rich	genetic	diversity	into	living	things	allowing	
their	offspring	to	change	in	size	and	color,	to	adapt	to	new	environments,	
and	 to	 significantly	 modify	 their	 diets,	 behavior,	 temperament,	 and	 so	
much	more,	all	“according	to	their	kinds”	(Genesis	chapter	1).

	 Read	 the	 text,	 “Natural	Selection,”	 (grade	7	–	 adult)	 in	 the	 fall	
2016	LSI Journal at www.LutheranScience.org/2016fall.
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	 Another	article	 in	 the	“Know	Evolution”	series	 is,	 “Evolution’s	
Tree	of	Life.”		This	article	briefly	compares	evolution’s	tree of life with 
creation’s forest of life.		Evolutionists	assume	that	all	plants,	animals,	and	
people	descended	from	the	first	living	thing.		They	place	each	plant	and	
animal	on	the	tip	of	its	own	branch.		Common	ancestors	are	placed	at	the	
points	where	branches	meet.		Common	ancestors	of	biblical	kinds	are	al-
most	always	imagined,	since	there	is	no	known	plant	or	creature	to	place	
there.		The	imagined	common	ancestor	of	apes	and	people	is	an	“ape-like	
creature.”		Read	the	article,	“Evolution’s	Tree	of	Life”	(grade	7	–	adult)	in	
the	winter	2016	LSI Journal at www.LutheranScience.org/2016winter.  

Some Truth in Evolution
 Parts	of	evolution	theory	are	true.			Our	creation	apologetic	must	
recognize that fact.  

	 Christians	 can	be	 certain	 that	 the	universe	 is	only	 thousands	of	
years	old,	that	birds	did	not	descend	from	dinosaurs,	and	that	people	did	
not	descend	from	ape-like	creatures.		Our	certainty	is	based	on	our	faith	
that	God’s	Word	is	true.		

	 Many	parts	of	evolution	are	incompatible	with	the	Christian	faith.		
That	said,	there	is	much	in	evolution	theory	with	which	a	creationist	can	
agree.		The	Christian	apologist	must	keep	this	in	mind,	especially	when	
ministering	to	those	who	are	tempted	by	evolution	to	believe	in	millions	
of	years	of	common	descent.		We must avoid the impression that we reject 
all of evolution, as some parts of evolution are true.  

	 Books	written	 by	 evolutionists	 to	 defend	 evolution	 against	 cre-
ationist	 claims	 so	 often	 describe	 the	 science	 of	 evolution	 in	ways	with	
which a creationist can agree.  So much of what evolutionists see as the 
proof	 of	 evolution	 are	 scientific	 conclusions	 which	 do	 not	 go	 against	
Scripture.	 	Evolutionists	regularly	discuss	natural	selection	in	ways	 that	
conform	with	a	young	earth	and	created	kinds.		Then	evolutionists	move	
to	claims	that	go	against	Scripture.		Evolutionists,	in	essence,	claim	that	
since	natural	selection	can	produce	new	species	within	each	biblical	kind, 
that	proves	natural	selection	can	also	produce	new	biblical	kinds.  
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Evidence for Evolution
 In	this	famous	book,	The Greatest Show on Earth: The Evidence 
for Evolution,	Richard	Dawkins	gives	28	reasons	why	it	is	true	that	evo-
lution	can	“transform	a	fish	into	a	human.”		Most	of	these	28	reasons	are	
change	within	kind.		That	is	very	weak	evidence	that	“fish	turned	into	peo-
ple.”		Seven	are	reasons	why	new	kinds	might	develop.		Six	of	the	seven	
use	words	like	“imagine”	and	“think	what	might”	happen.		Asking	us	to	
imagine	that	new	kinds	can	develop	is	an	extremely	weak	claim.		One	last	
reason	is	that	new	kinds	develop	because	most	scientists	believe	it	is	true.		
That	is	also	weak	evidence,	since	evolutionists	are	biased	authorities	who	
reject	creation	before	they	look	at	any	evidence	(the	“no	creator”	assump-
tion).		Our	final	text	for	this	lesson	examines	all	28	reasons	that	Dawkins	
provides.		

	 It	is	not	just	Dawkins	who	makes	weak	arguments	for	evolution	
turning	fish	into	people.		Much	of	the	evidence	given	for	millions	of	years	
can	sound	very	compelling,	but	 it	 is	actually	very	weak	evidence	when	
closely	examined.	 	Now	realize	 that	some	evidence	for	evolution	 is	not	
this	weak.		It	is	a	poor	apologetic	to	say	that	ALL	evidence	for	evolution	
is	weak.		Some	evidence	for	evolution	is	stronger	than	what	Dawkins	pro-
vides,	but	even	the	strongest	evidence	for	evolution	is	based	on	many	un-
provable	assumptions.		We	know	for	certain	(from	Scripture)	that	the	“no	
creator,”	“no	Flood,”	and	“deep	time”	assumptions	are	false.		In	this	way,	
even	the	strongest	evidence	for	a	billion	years	of	common	descent	falls	
apart.		

	 Creationists	and	evolutionists	often	agree.		Point	that	out	as	you	
minister	to	creationists	and	to	evolutionists.		Discuss	some	of	those	points	
of	 agreement	 as	 a	 path	 to	 discussing	 the	 assumptions	which	 guide	 and	
constrain	evolutionary	science.			Always	remember	that	when	witnessing	
to	unbelievers,	your	goal	is	to	present	the	gospel	message	(not	to	discuss	
creation or evolution).  

	 Read	our	final	text	for	this	lesson,	“Evolutionists	and	Creationists	
Often	Agree”	(grade	11	–	adult),	in	the	spring	2019	LSI Journal at 
www.LutheranScience.org/2019spring.  
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Lesson 5

Dating Methods
 Radiometric	dating	methods	are	seen	by	many	as	solid	proof	that	
the	earth	is	billions	of	years	old,	and	that	life	has	existed	for	much	of	that	
time.		 	We	saw	in	Lesson	3	that	it	is	the	unprovable assumptions which 
evolutionists	 impose	on	 their	science	 that	 lead	 them	to	falsely	conclude	
that	the	earth	is	4.5	billion	years	old.		If	you	start	with	assumptions	such	as	
“no	creator,”	“no	flood,”	and	“deep	time,”	and	then	require	your	scientific	
observations,	calculations,	and	conclusions	to	conform	with	those	false	as-
sumptions,	you	will	conclude	that	the	earth	is	very	old.		False	assumptions	
lead	to	invalid	conclusions.		

	 “Ages”	obtained	through	radiometric	dating	are	based	on	many	un-
provable	assumptions.	If	creationist	assumptions	are	used,	these	methods	
generally	produce	presumed	ages	which	agree	with	Scripture,	a	young	earth,	
and	a	planetary	flood.		If	evolutionist	assumptions	are	used,	these	meth-
ods	generally	produce	presumed	ages	which	do	not	agree	with	Scripture.

Lesson 5 covers these “Key Concepts” from pages 5–6:
•	Scientific	 terms	must	be	used	correctly.	 	Evolution	must	be	described	
correctly.		Stay	within	the	limits	of	your	scientific	knowledge.

•	Radiometric	dating	is	a	useful	tool.		Carbon dating provides	reasonably	
accurate, actual ages	 for	 the	 remains	 of	 once	 living	 things	 like	 wood,	
bones,	 shells,	 and	peat	—as	 long	as	 those	plants	 and	animals	 lived	well	
after	 the	 Flood.	 	Other radiometric dating methods	 provide	 reasonably	
accurate relative ages	for	some	kinds	of	rocks.		Evolutionists	go	further	
and	claim	that	carbon dating provides	ages	up	to	50,000	years,	and	that	
other radiometric dating methods	provide	not	just	relative	ages,	but	actual	
ages	(up	to	billions	of	years).	

•		All	dating	methods	are	based	on	unprovable	presuppositions.	Evolutionists	
are	aware	that	some	of	their	presuppositions	are	often	false,	so	they	put	
great	effort	into	minimizing	errors	due	to	false	assumptions.		Even	so,	they	
admit	that	their	assumptions	are	unprovable	and	commonly	false.
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Carbon Dating
 Carbon	dating	is	the	most	well-known	radiometric	dating	method,	
but	there	are	common	misunderstandings	about	it.	It	is	important	that	we	
properly	use	scientific	terminology	and	correctly	describe	scientific	meth-
ods,	or	everything	we	say—including	our	gospel	message—may	be	dis-
credited.		First	let’s	correct	two	common	errors	regarding	carbon	dating:

Rocks: Carbon	dating	is	NOT	used	to	date	rocks.		There	are	many	types	of	
radiometric	dating.		Carbon-14	(14C)	dating	examines	carbon	in	the	item	to	
be	dated.		Most	rocks	do	not	contain	carbon,	so	they	cannot	be	dated	with	
this	method.		Carbon	dating	is	used	to	calculate	the	presumed	age	of	things	
which	were	once	living,	such	as	bones	and	wood,	which	contain	carbon.

Millions of Years:	Carbon	dating	is	NOT	used	to	date	things	that	evolu-
tionists	think	are	millions	or	billions	of	years	old.		Carbon	dating	is	used	to	
calculate	much	more	recent	ages.	Evolutionists	use	carbon	dating	for	ages	
they	presume	to	be	between	100	and	50,000	years	ago.

 The	 accuracy	of	 carbon	dating	 depends	 upon	many	unprovable	
assumptions.		Cosmic	rays	striking	the	earth’s	atmosphere	produce	radio-
active	carbon	(14C).	 	One	unprovable	assumption	of	evolutionists	is	that	
the	atmospheric	ratio	of	14C	to	regular	carbon	(12C)	in	the	past—over	the	
last	50,000	years	per	evolutionary	assumptions—has	always	been	about	
the	same	as	the	ratio	today.		One	of	the	many	reasons	why	this	assumption	
could	be	false:	It is reasonable to assume that God created the earth with no 
radioactive carbon (14C).  For much of earth’s history, the amount of 14C in 
the atmosphere was much lower than today, slowly growing toward today’s 
larger level, and resulting in calculated ages much older than the true ages.

	 A	creationist	can	accept	the	accuracy	of	carbon	dating	for	the	past	
few	thousand	years,	while	knowing	that	older	items	are	dated	inaccurately	
(with	calculated	ages	far	exceeding	their	actual	age).

Other Radiometric Dating Methods
 While	presumed	ages	for	organic	material	(wood,	bones,	shells,	
peat,	 etc.)	 are	 obtained	using	carbon dating,	 presumed	 ages	 for	 certain	
types	of	rock	(cooled	magma	such	as	granite	and	basalt)	are	obtained	using	
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other radiometric dating methods	 including	potassium-40,	rubidium-87,	
uranium-235,	and	uranium-238.		The	amount	of	a	radioactive	isotope	and	
its	atomic	decay	product	are	measured	in	the	rock	to	be	dated.		It	is	as-
sumed	that	the	decay	product	measured	resulted	from	decay	of	the	radio-
active	 isotope	 in	 that	 rock	 since	 it	 solidified	 from	molten	magma.	 	The	
length	of	time	it	took	to	decay	provides	a	presumed	age	of	the	rock.		What	
could	go	wrong?		Plenty.		Here	are	some	of	the	unprovable	assumptions	
evolutionists	use	for	dating	rocks:

1) Starting Conditions: Evolutionists	 need	 to	 know	 how	much	 of	 the	
desired	decay	product	was	 in	 the	 rock	when	 it	 formed	 (when	 it	 cooled	
from	molten	magma	into	rock).	This	cannot	be	measured	(since	no	one	
was	there	in	the	past	to	measure	it),	so	evolutionists	assume	the	starting	
amount was zero.  This is a risky assumption, since many rocks forming 
today are found to have these decay products.  These rocks, which are only 
a few years old, give radiometric “ages” of millions and billions of years!

2) No Contamination: Evolutionists	assume	that	none	of	the	radioisotope	
or	its	decay	products	leached	into	or	out	of	the	rock	since	it	was	formed.	
To	evolutionists,	this	means	no	leaching	into	or	out	of	the	rock	during	a	
period	of	up	to	several	billion	years.	This is a risky assumption, since we 
have found such leaching to occur in the present!

3) Unchanging Decay Rate: Evolutionists	assume	that	radioactive	decay	
has	continued	at	a	constant	 rate	 for	billions	of	years.	Radioactivity	was	
discovered	in	1896.	For	about	110	years	or	so,	we	have	been	able	to	ac-
curately	measure	the	decay	rates	of	radioisotopes,	and	over	that	time	the	
rates	have	remained	constant	(within	the	accuracy	of	our	instrumentation).	
We	have	found	that	decay	rates	are	not	significantly	affected	by	pressure,	
heat,	 or	 electrical	 and	 magnetic	 fields,	 so	 evolutionists	 simply	 assume	
rates	were	the	same	in	the	past	as	they	are	today.	This	is	an	unprovable	
assumption.		

 While	evolutionists	simply	 take	for	granted	 that	decay	rates	are	
constant	 (assumption	#3),	 they	put	 forth	great	 effort	 to	minimize	errors	
due	to	unexpected	starting	conditions	(assumption	#1)	and	due	to	contam-
ination	(assumption	#2).	In	the	end,	all	of	their	efforts	still	rest	on	all	three	
unproven	assumptions.



29

	 Radiometric	dating	methods	are	useful	tools	both	for	evolutionists	
and	 for	 creationists.	 	These	dating	methods	 allow	us	 to	determine	with	
reasonable	accuracy,	actual	ages	 from	the	 recent	past	 (several	 thousand	
years)	 of	 organic	material	 (wood,	 bones,	 shells,	 peat,	 etc.)	 and	 relative 
ages	of	some	kinds	of	rocks	(cooled	magma	such	as	granite	and	basalt).		
Evolutionists	use	these	dating	tools	for	much	more.	They	use	many	un-
provable	 assumptions	 including	 “deep	 time”	 (millions	 and	 billions	 of	
years)	and	“no	flood”	(no	planetary	Noachian	Flood).		These	assumptions	
lead	 to	calculated	carbon	dating	ages	of	up	 to	50,000	years	 for	organic	
matter.		These	assumptions	also	lead	to	calculated	rock	ages	of	millions	
and	billions	of	years	instead	of	relative ages.  

	 Evolutionists	require	“deep	time”	(millions	and	billions	of	years)	
to	make	the	theory	of	evolution	more	reasonable	in	their	eyes.		By	assum-
ing	that	the	earth	is	billions	of	years	old,	and	imposing that assumption on 
their calculations,	evolutionists	obtain	radiometric	dating	ages	of	millions	
and	billions	of	years.		God	reveals	in	Scripture	that	the	earth	is	only	thou-
sands	of	years	old,	so	we	know	that	the	assumption	of	deep	time	is	wrong.		
Evolutionists	base	 their	 radiometric	dating	calculations	on	 that	 false	as-
sumption,	so	the	dates	they	calculate	are	invalid.		

	 Read	 “What	You	Need	 to	Know	About	Carbon	Dating”	 (grade	
11	–	adult)	at	www.LutheranScience.org/2019summer	(summer	2019	LSI 
Journal).  

Trapped Charge Dating

	 There	 are	many	 other	 types	 of	 dating	methods.	 	Three	 trapped	
charge	dating	methods	have	become	very	popular.		Thermoluminescence	
(TL)	attempts	to	calculate	how	long	ago	a	mineral	was	heated	to	at	least	
932	OF	(500	OC).		Ceramics	and	burnt	stone	are	often	dated	with	this	meth-
od.		Optically	stimulated	luminescence	(OSL)	attempts	to	calculate	how	
long	ago	the	sample	was	exposed	to	sunlight.		This	technique	is	used	to	
date	dirt,	which	often	 contains	quartz	or	 feldspars.	 	Electron	 spin	 reso-
nance	(ESR)	attempts	to	date	teeth,	burned	stone,	and	shells.		

LSI Lesson Book  –  www.LutheranScience.org



30

	 All	three	of	these	dating	methods	require	that	we	accurately	know	
the	amount	of	radiation	a	sample	has	received	over	a	claimed	period	of	
up	to	300,000	years	or	more.		We	can	measure	the	radiation	that	sample	
is	being	exposed	to	today,	but	we	must	guess	the	exposure	it	received	in	
the past.		Evolutionists	reject	the	possibility	of	the	Flood.		Therefore	they	
will	never	know	“the	origin	of	the	sample,”	if	that	sample	was	from	a	time	
near	or	before	the	Flood.		The	exact	effects	of	the	Flood	on	the	sample	are	
unknown,	but	from	modern	scientific	knowledge	it	appears	that	the	Flood	
may	have	subjected	that	sample	to	large	doses	of	radiation,	making	it	ap-
pear	to	evolutionists	that	the	sample	is	much	older	than	it	actually	is.		

	 For	many	decades,	museums	and	art	auction	houses	have	been	us-
ing	trapped	charge	dating	to	detect	modern	forgeries	of	ancient	and	period	
ceramics.		As	a	result,	some	forgers	now	subject	their	forgeries	to	radiation	
to	 simulate	 “age.”	 	What	 if	 fossils	 originating	 from	 thousands	 of	 years	
B.C.	received	far	more	radiation	than	evolutionists	assume	they	received?		
That	would,	in	the	eyes	of	evolutionists,	simulate	“age”	which	in	reality	
never	existed.

	 Read	“Trapped	Charge	Dating”	(grade	7	–	adult)	in	the	summer	
2019 LSI Journal at www.LutheranScience.org/2019summer.  

By faith we know that the universe 
was created by God’s word, so that what 
is seen did not come from visible things. 

Hebrews 11:3 (EHV)

	 We	accept	articles	of	faith—such	as	creation,	the	Flood,	the	for-
giveness	of	sins,	and	the	resurrection	to	eternal	life—by	faith,	even	if	our	
sin-darkened	human	reason	(including	science)	wants	to	deny	these	truths.				
That	said,	modern	dating	techniques	like	radiometric	dating	and	trapped	
charge	dating	 are	 all	 based	on	unprovable	godless	 assumptions.	 	When	
we realize that evolutionary claims of millions of years are actually weak 
claims,	the	temptation	to	accept	evolutionary	timescales	disappears.
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Lesson 6

Fossils
	 Fossils	can	be	bones,	shells,	teeth,	parts	of	an	organism	that	have	
been	 replaced	 by	minerals,	 an	 insect	 preserved	 in	 tree	 resin	 (amber),	 a	
frozen	mammoth,	a	dried	animal	(mummified),	or	even	the	impression	of	
a	single	cell.		…Plants,	animals,	insects,	bacteria,	and	algae,	anything	that	
lived	in	the	past,	can	produce	fossils.			

 The ancient Greeks knew that fossils were the remains of living 
creatures.		Some	3rd	and	4th	century	Christian	church	fathers	wrote	about	
fossils	as	being	formed	during	Noah’s	Flood.		

	 Until	the	late	1700s,	most	Christian	theologians	and most scien-
tists	believed	fossils	were	the	result	of	a	planetary	flood	several	thousand	
years	ago.		Then	evolution	thinking	took	over.		Decades	before Darwin’s 
1859	book	On the Origin of the Species,	 the	 scientific	 community,	 and	
much	of	 the	Christian	church,	had	already	rejected	a	planet-wide	flood.		
Instead	they	now	embraced	fossils	as	slowly	accumulating	over	immense	
ages.  

Lesson 6 covers these “Key Concepts” from pages 5–7:
•	Avoid	 even	 implying	 that	 all	 of	 evolution	 is	wrong:	A	creationist	 can	
agree with much of evolution theory.  

• The	 geologic	 column	 is	 a	 significant	 scientific	 discovery.	 It	 helps	 us	
better	understand	the	original	diversity	of	creation.		So	many	amazing	and	
unique	plants	and	animals	which	God	created	have	gone	extinct.

•	The	evolution	story	is	a	mixture	of	reality	and	fabrication.		True	parts	of	
evolution	are	often	used	as	proof	that	the	false	parts	of	evolution	are	also	
true.

•	Evolutionists	correctly	point	out	that	the	geologic	column	has	a	sequence	
of fossil-containing rock layers.  Then they ask us to imagine that the 
plants	and	animals	 that	 left	 these	 fossils	descended	from	a	bacteria-like	
common ancestor.

LSI Lesson Book  –  www.LutheranScience.org
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	 Like	much	of	evolution	theory,	the	geologic	column	is	a	mixture	
of	reality	and	fabrication.		The	vast	time	evolutionists	assign	to	the	column	
is	 the	 problem,	 not	 the	 rock	 layers	 and	 fossils	 in	 the	 column,	 nor	 their	
sequence.		

 To a geologist who assumes deep time	 (millions	 of	 years),	 the	
geologic	column	shows	over	500	million	years	of	common	descent.		

 To a geologist who believes in creation, the geologic column 
shows	created	kinds	of	plants	and	creatures	killed	in	the	Noachian	Flood	
and	mostly	deposited	over	a	five-month	period.

	 The	geologist	who	invented	the	basic	scientific	concepts	used	to	
create	the	geologic	column	was	Niels	Steensen	(Nicholas	Steno),	who	be-
lieved	the	earth	was	about	6,000	years	old	and	that	the	sedimentary	rock	
layers	and	the	fossils	they	contained	were	deposited	by	Noah’s	Flood.

	 Many	creationists	attempt	to	show	evolution	wanting	when	they	
say,	“The	geologic	column	does	not	exist	anywhere	in	the	world,	except	
in	textbooks.”		This	claim	has	much	less	apologetic	value	than	these	cre-
ationists	 think.	 	There	is	strong	and	convincing	evidence	for	 the	overall	
sequence	of	the	geologic	column.		Why	imply	there	is	not?		

	 Why	not	start	a	discussion	about	 the	parts	of	 the	column	where	
creationists	and	evolutionists	agree,	then	move	to	the	parts	where	we	dif-
fer?	 	Creationists	 and	 evolutionists	 agree	 on	 the	 sequence	 of	 the	 fossil	
containing	 rock	 layers,	 but	 disagree	 on	 the	 time	 scale.	 	Creationists	 do	
not	accept	as	valid	many	of	the	assumptions	of	evolutionists	such	as	their	
“no	creator,”	“no	flood,”	and	“deep	time”	assumptions.		These	unprovable	
presuppositions	direct	and	constrain	the	science	of	evolutionists,	leading	
them to come to anti-creator conclusions.

	 Like	natural	 selection,	 the	 geologic	 column	 is	 a	 significant	 sci-
entific	discovery.	 	 It	helps	us	better	understand	 the	original	diversity	of	
creation.	 	So	many	amazing	and	unique	plants	 and	animals	which	God	
created	have	gone	extinct.
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	 Read	“Geologic	Column”	(grade	7	–	adult)	in	the	winter	2018	LSI 
Journal at www.LutheranScience.org/2018winter. 

	 Our	next	text	looks	at	some	of	the	difficulties	evolutionists	face	
when	they	interpret	the	geologic	column	as	depicting	long	ages.		Evolu-
tionists	claim	the	geologic	column	shows	millions	of	years	of	common	de-
scent.  In reality, evolutionists impose the assumption	of	common	descent	
and	the	assumption	of	deep	time	(millions	of	years)	on	the	column.			

	 Most	science	textbooks	assert	that	the	geologic	column	fits	mil-
lions	of	years	without	major	issue.		The	truth	is	that	assuming	the	column	
resulted	from	millions	of	years	of	common	descent	leads	to	many	logical	
problems.			

	 Both	evolutionists	and	creationists	are	confronted	with	problems	
understanding	the	geologic	column.		That	will	always	be	the	case.		Sci-
entists	 (both	evolutionists	and	creationists)	develop	scientific	models	 in	
attempts	to	explain	how	the	column	came	to	be.	 Those models are simply 
explanations based on the presuppositions of those making them.  

“Extinct” Plants and Animals Found Living
 Evolutionists	interpret	the	geologic	column	as	showing	when vari-
ous	plants	and	animals	first	evolved,	and	if and when	they	became	extinct.		
If	fossils	of	a	formerly	living	thing	are	found	in	one	or	more	successive	
rock	layers,	but	not	found	in	all	the	layers	above	those	layers,	that	living	
thing	is	assumed	to	have	gone	extinct.		

	 A	6.5-foot	fish	called	a	coelacanth,	130-foot	tall	trees	like	the	Wol-
lemi	pine,	and	160-foot	 tall	dawn	redwood	trees	were	all	 found	in	rock	
layers	thought	to	be	tens	of	millions	of	years	old.		Not	one	fossil	of	these	
trees	and	fish	has	ever	been	 found	 in	 layers	 thought	 to	be	more	 recent.		
Dawn	 redwood	 tree	 fossils	 in	 these	 “older”	 layers	 are	 so	 common,	 the	
tree	is	considered	to	have	once	been	one	of	the	most	common	trees	in	the	
world.		
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	 Evolutionists	 were	 amazed	when	 these	 “extinct”	 trees	 and	 fish	
were	found	to	be	alive.		Why	did	these	trees	and	fish	form	so	many	fossils	
over	millions	of	years,	and	then	stop	forming	fossils?		Why	did	dawn	red-
woods	not	form	fossils	for	20	million	years,	coelacanths	not	form	fossils	
for	65	million	years,	and	trees	similar	to	the	Wollemi	pine	not	form	fossils	
for	65	million	years?		

	 Evolutionist	Bill	Nye	often	comments	about	evidence	which	evo-
lutionists	cannot	explain:	“It	is	a	mystery.”		It	is	not	a	mystery	to	creation-
ists,	since	the	Flood	explains	why	fossils	may	not	be	found	in	every	layer	
of the geologic column.

Punctuated Equilibrium
 Punctuated	equilibrium	is	the	claim	that	biological	evolution	often	
happens	very	rapidly	between	long	periods	of	stability.		One	kind	of	plant	or	
animal	evolves	into	another	kind	so	fast	that	it	leaves	no	fossil	evidence	(or	
so	few	fossils	that	we	have	not	yet	found	any).		Bill	Nye	lists	several	transi-
tions	that	he	believes	happened	so	fast	that	the	result	is	“a	surprising	absence	
of	fossils	that	would	tie	certain	of	these	lineages	to	other	lineages.”		He	says,	
“Some	of	life’s	biggest	transitions	seem	to	have	happened	so	rapidly	that	
they	disappeared	between	the	grooves	(or	digital	bits)	of	the	fossil	record.”		

	 Nye	actually	argues	that	lack	of	fossil	evidence	for	common	de-
scent	is	“proof	of	evolution.”		By	that	logic,	it	does	not	matter	if	the	miss-
ing	fossils	are	found.	 	Finding	fossils	of	transitional	species	is	evidence	
for	evolution,	and	the	opposite	situation,	not	finding	those	fossils,	is	also	
evidence	for	evolution.	 	 It	 truly	 is	 tortured	 logic	 to	claim	that	whatever	
evidence	we	find	(fossils	or	no	fossils),	is	evidence	for	evolution.

New Dinosaur Family Tree
 There	is	nothing	wrong	with	classifying	plants	and	animals	by	the	
similarity	of	 their	 features.	 	Such	categorization	can	greatly	help	 in	our	
study	 of	God’s	 creation.	 	This,	 though,	 becomes	wrong	when	 common	
descent	is	claimed,	since	we	know	from	Scripture	that	plants	and	animals	
did	not	originate	that	way.		
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	 Since	1887,	dinosaurs	have	been	classified	as	being	“lizard-hipped”	
or	“bird-hipped.”		A	March	2017	study	throws	that	long-held	scientific	fact	
out	the	window.		[In	science,	the	term	“fact”	denotes	a	temporary	truth.]		
What	happened	to	cause	 the	questioning	of	130	years	of	dividing	dinos	
between	 lizard-hipped	and	bird-hipped?	 	Were	new	 fossils	 found?	 	No.		
Old	fossil	evidence	was	simply	organized	in	a	new	way.		The	new	study	re-
drew	the	overall	dinosaur	family	tree	based	on	457	physical	features	in	74	
dinosaur	species.		Now	a	subsequent	study	published	in	November	2017	
examines	even	more	old	evidence	and	concludes	that	three	very	different	
dino	family	trees	fit	the	evidence	equally	well.		We	should	not	be	surprised	
that	scientific	consensus	changes,	even	throwing	out	long-cherished	theo-
ries	and	laws	of	science.		It	happens	all	the	time.		

	 As	Christians,	we	know	for	certain	that	God	created	each	animal	
kind	during	a	 six-day	period,	 thousands	of	years	 ago,	because	God	has	
revealed	that	to	us	in	Scripture.		When	evolutionists	assume	that	each	kind	
descended	from	a	previous	kind,	they	make	a	false	assumption.	 	Evolu-
tionists	force	their	scientific	models	to	conform	to	that	false	assumption	
(and	many	other	assumptions	also).		

	 Evolutionists	are	having	a	hard	time	drawing	a	common	descent	
family	tree,	since	kinds	did	not	descend	from	other	kinds.		Now	God	could	
have	created	the	dinosaur	kinds	so	that	they	had	features	which	could	be	put	
into	a	single,	logical	family	tree.		It	appears	God	did	not	do	so,	since	evo-
lutionists	are	having	great	difficulty	attempting	to	draw	such	a	family	tree.		

Even if such a family tree could be drawn, it would not mean God used evo-
lution to create.  God reveals in Scripture the true history of how he created.

	 Read	“Fossils	in	the	Geologic	Column:	Problems	for	Evolution”	
(grade	7	–	 adult)	 at	www.LutheranScience.org/2018spring	 in	 the	 spring	
2018 LSI Journal

	 Our	 third	 text	 answers	 the	question,	 “Did	 some	dinosaurs	 have	
feathers	 like	birds,	or	did	all	dinosaurs	have	scales	 like	 lizards?”	 	Most	
evolutionists	propose	an	 imaginary	“ancestral	paravian”	dinosaur	as	 the	
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ancestor	of	birds.		These	evolutionists	hope	to	find	evidence	of	feathered	
dinosaurs	to	support	their	claim.		From	observation	we	can	determine	that	
there	are	many	biblical	kinds	of	birds,	and	that	there	were	many	biblical	
kinds	of	dinosaurs.		From	the	historical	accounts	God	reveals	in	Scripture,	
we	know	for	certain	that	one	kind	of	animal	does	not	evolve	from	another	
kind	of	animal.	 	The	various	bird	kinds	did	not	have	a	common	ances-
tor.		The	various	dinosaur	kinds	did	not	have	a	common	ancestor.		And	of	
course	birds	and	dinosaurs	did	not	have	a	common	ancestor.	
 
	 Did	 some	dinosaurs	 have	 feathers?	 	A	 “yes”	 or	 a	 “no”	 is	 com-
pletely	compatible	with	the	biblical	creation	account.	 	It	is	evolutionists	
who	are	biased	toward	feathered	dinosaurs,	which	they	think	may	make	
their	story	more	appealing.		Even	if	one	or	more	of	the	dinosaur	kinds	had	
feathers,	that	does	not	mean	that	dinosaurs	evolved	into	birds!		

	 Fossils	 provide	 very	 limited	 information	 about	 the	 animal	 that	
died.	 	One	 can	 easily	 think	 that	 a	 bird	 fossil	 is	 a	 dead	 dinosaur,	 that	 a	
dinosaur	fossil	is	a	dead	bird,	and	that	bones	from	two	different	creatures	
are	bones	from	a	single	creature.		Evolutionists	themselves	have	discarded	
many	of	their	previous	attempts	to	make	birds	and	dinosaurs	into	cousins.			
 
 If the claw on one creature looks similar to the claw on an oth-
erwise	completely	different	creature,	 the	evolutionist	assumes	that	 these	
creatures	had	a	common	ancestor.	 	The	only	alternative	explanation	ac-
ceptable	to	an	evolutionist	would	be	that	a	similar	looking	claw	evolved	
twice	in	two	different	creatures.		The	explanation	that	a	Creator	God	used	
a	common	design	feature	in	two	separate	creatures	is	not	even	considered	
as	a	possibility.

	 Read	 “Dinosaurs:	 Feathers	 or	 Scales?”	 (grade	 7	 –	 adult)	 in	 the	
spring	2016	LSI Journal at www.LutheranScience.org/2016spring.   

Human Evolution
 Our	fourth	text	answers	the	question,	“How	do	evolutionists	claim	
to	have	bones	of	part	human,	part	 ape	creatures?”	 	The	evolution	story	
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is	a	mixture	of	reality	and	fabrication.	 	Evolutionists’	claims	for	human	
evolution	are	an	example	of	that	truth.		Evolutionists	start	with	real	bones,	
fossils,	and	artifacts.		These	remains	are	from	humans	and	apes	who	lived	
and	died	in	the	past.		That	is	the	truth	part.		Then	the	fabrication	begins.		
So	how	do	evolutionists	claim	to	have	fossils	of	part	human,	part	ape	crea-
tures?	 	 	One	way	is	 to	 take	fossils	of	our	human	ancestors	and	imagine	
ape-like	attributes	for	those	people.		That	is	done	with	Neanderthals	and	
Cro-Magnon	Man.		Another	is	to	take	fossils	of	extinct	apes	and	imagine	
human-like	attributes	for	those	apes.		That	is	done	with	the	famous	“Lucy”	
fossil	and	other	types	of	australopithecines.		Another	way	is	to	accidentally	
or	even	fraudulently	combine	fossils	of	apes	and	humans	into	one	creature.		
The	most	famous	example	of	fraud	is	the	Piltdown	man	who	was	hailed	as	
an	ape-man	for	over	40	years	until	the	fraud	was	discovered	in	1953.		

	 Read	“Human	or	Ape,	No	In-Between”	(grade	7	–	adult)	 in	 the	
winter	2017	LSI Journal at www.LutheranScience.org/2017winter.  

	 Our	earlier	 text	on	fossils	 in	 the	geologic	column	had	a	section	
titled,	“Placing	Humans	 in	Evolution’s	Tree	of	Life.”	 	Evolutionists	of-
ten	run	into	problems	in	their	attempt	to	choose	one	biblical	kind	as	the	
ancestor	of	another.	 	Top	evolutionary	experts	disagree	on	how	to	place	
people	into	evolution’s	common	descent	tree	of	life.		As	with	dinosaurs,	
placement	is	arbitrary	and	subjective.			Every	one	of	our	supposed	ances-
tor	ape-men	is	either	fully	human	(and	our	actual	ancestor,	a	descendant	
of	Adam	and	Eve)	or	fully	ape	(and	not	our	ancestor).		Many	leading	pa-
leoanthropologists	actually	hold	to	views	that	line	up	with	the	creationist	
view	that	the	bones	found	to	date	are	either	fully	human	or	fully	ape.		The	
experts	now	have	no	fossils	to	connect	hominin	(human)	fossils	to	the	ape	
fossils,	since	they	discarded	all	previously	proposed	candidates.			

	 Even	if	evolutionists	find	new	and	convincing	intermediate	fos-
sils	 (between	ape	and	man),	 those	fossils	would	still	be	either	 fully	hu-
man	or	fully	ape	(fully	animal).		We	can	be	certain	of	that,	because	God	
has	revealed	in	Scripture	that	humans	(our	ancestors	Adam	and	Eve)	and	
each	kind	of	animal	were	created	during	a	six-day	period,	several	thousand	
years ago.

LSI Lesson Book  –  www.LutheranScience.org
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Lesson 7

In the Classroom
5K – Adult

	 We	must	teach	our	students	to	be	discerning	regarding	the	claims	
of	evolution.		Almost	daily,	the	world	entices	them	to	deny	their	creator.		
We	can	teach	them	skills	to	evaluate	evolutionary	claims	and	separate	the	
true	parts	of	evolution	from	the	false	parts.		This	lesson	will	explore	a	few	
ways	to	bring	creation	apologetics	into	the	classroom.		This should be of 
value to us all, whether or not we are teachers, since	some	concepts	cov-
ered	in	this	lesson	can	be	applied	to	each	of	us	personally,	as	we	grow	our	
apologetic	skills.	

	 If	you	are	a	teacher	or	pastor,	you	may	desire	training	in	creation	
apologetics.		The	LSI Lesson Book	you	are	reading	is	a	start	in	meeting	that	
need.		A	next	step	might	be	taking	a	college	course	designed	for	teachers	
and	pastors	in	the	field.		WELS	colleges,	including	Martin	Luther	College	
(MLC)	and	Wisconsin	Lutheran	College	(WLC),	are	now	filling	that	need	
with	 online	 and/or	 summer	 courses	 on	 apologetics,	 including	 creation	
apologetics.		

Transforming Our Views
 If you	have	studied	the	first	six	lessons	in	this	LSI Lesson Book, 
then	you	may	have	noticed	a	shift	in	the	way	you	view	evolution,	and	in	
the way you respond	to	evolution.		Teacher	Holly	Schwefel	discusses	that	
transformation,

I recently	took	two	Martin	Luther	College	(MLC)	1-credit	online	
courses:	Creation	Apologetics	101	and	102.		These	were	my	first	
experiences	with	apologetics.		I	am	so	thankful	to	have	received	
such	in-depth	exposure	on	the	topics	of	creation	and	evolution.		As	
a	result,	I	am	able	to	tune	into	conversations	differently	now	when	
these	topics	come	up	in	my	classroom	and	in	daily	conversation.	
• Natural selection can produce new species, but not new kinds.  
• Natural selection shows how animals from Noah’s Ark diversi-
fied into the many species alive today.

LSI Lesson Book  –  www.LutheranScience.org



39

The	 above	 two	 statements	 are	 among	 the	 top	 concepts	 I	 took	
away	from	my	two	MLC	creation	apologetics	classes.		I	couldn’t	
have	made	these	statements,	or	even	understood	them	properly,	at	
this	time	last	year!		Prior	to	these	classes,	I	would	not	have	been	
comfortable	using	words	like	“natural	selection,”	“dinosaurs,”	or	
“fossil	evidence.”		They	screamed	evolution	to	me,	and,	well,	any	
talk	of	evolution	was	bad…or	so	I	thought.		I	have	a	much	deeper	
understanding	of	the	concept	of	evolution	now,	and	am	no	longer	
afraid	to	face	it	“head	on”	in	the	classroom.1  

5K and Lower Grades
 Schwefel	continues	her	article	by	discussing	how	she	teaches	her	
kindergarteners	to	be	discerning	about	creation	and	evolution.		The	con-
cepts	presented	can	be	expanded	for	grades	1-4.		She	describes	the	meth-
odology	and	details	of	a	true/false	Old	Testament	exercise	for	her	students.		
She	brings	out	the	apologetic	value	of	that	lesson	with	these	words,

Kindergarten	applications	need	to	be	simple	and	obvious.		Even	
so,	 it	 is	 incredibly	useful	 to	have	young	children	evaluate	state-
ments	for	truth,	based	on	what	they’ve	learned	in	their	Bible	les-
sons	and	from	that,	what	they	know	to	be	true	about	God	and	his	
Word.		It	helps	to	train	them	to	be	discerning	and	to	realize	that	not	
everything	they	hear	will	line	up	with	Scripture.2

	 Schwefel	also	shows	how	to	discuss	dinosaurs	and	how	she	brings	
creation	apologetics	into	math	and	science	lessons.		Read	“In	the	Class-
room”	 (grade	 7	 –	 adult)	 at	 www.LutheranScience.org/2019spring	 (the	
spring	2019	LSI Journal).  

Teaching Discernment using evolution videos
 We can	all	learn	to	be	more	discerning	about	the	claims	of	evolu-
tion.		Which	evolutionary	claims	are	contrary	to	Scripture	and	therefore	
false,	and	which	are	not	contrary	to	Scripture	and	therefore	may	be	true?		

1		Holly	Schwefel,	“In	the	Classroom,”	LSI Journal 33,	no.	2	(spring	2019):	6.	
www.LutheranScience.org/2019spring	(accessed	3-19-20)
2		Schwefel,	8.
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	 The	use	of	videos	for	classroom	teaching	has	become	very	pop-
ular.	 	When	properly	employed,	videos	can	increase	student	motivation.		
Why	not	teach	discernment	by	exposing	our	students	to	quality	videos	that	
present	 compelling	 reasons	why	 the	 evolutionary	 claims	 of	millions	 of	
years	and	common	descent	are	true?		Then,	as	a	class,	we	can	evaluate	the	
evolutionary	claims	presented	and	find	those	claims	are	not	really	compel-
ling.  

Bill Nye Video [grades 5–8]	
 A 2-minute evolution	video	with	creationist	commentary	has	been	
available	on	the	LSI	website	since	December	2014.		In	that	video,	which	
has	been	used	in	grades	5–8,	Bill	Nye	explains	how	evolutionists	imagine	
that	hydrogen	gas	turned	into	people,	over	billions	of	years,	all	by	itself.		
www.LutheranScience.org/Bill 

The Beak of the Finch Video [grade 5 – adult] 
 A more	substantial	video	is	“The	Beak	of	the	Finch,”	which	chron-
icles	forty	years	of	research	on	finch	evolution	in	the	Galápagos	Islands.		
This	video	can	be	 shown	and	discussed	 in	one	 forty-minute	 religion	or	
science	class	period.		It	also	works	well	for	a	one-hour	adult	Bible	class.		
You	can	show	and	discuss	 the	entire	 sixteen-minute	video	or	any	of	 its	
four-minute	 segments.	 	The	video	 is	aimed	at	high	school	 students,	but	
can	be	used	down	to	5th	grade	and	also	for	adult	classes.		Information	and	
links	 to	 this	video	will	be	kept	updated	on	 the	LSI	“Evolution	Videos”	
page	at	www.LutheranScience.org/EvolutionVideos. 

	 Let’s	watch	 this	video	and	work	as	a	class	 to	correct	 its	 errors.		
How	might	we	change	the	narration	so	that	it	conforms	to	Scripture	(so	
that	 it	conforms	to	reality)?	 	Amazingly,	 this	entire	video	can	be	under-
stood	in	a	way	which	agrees	with	Scripture,	by	simply	removing	the	words	
“millions	of	years”	in	three	places.		The	remaining	narration	does	contain	
words	and	phrases	that	are	commonly	associated with millions of years, 
but	each	of	those	words	can	be	understood	in	a	manner	that	conforms	with	
Scripture.		That	aspect	leads	to	some	fruitful	discussion.		Let’s	try	to	rewrite	
those	parts	too,	for	a	narration	which	more	clearly	reflects	the	real	world.		

LSI Lesson Book  –  www.LutheranScience.org



41

	 Read	“Teaching	Discernment	using	evolution	videos”	(grade	7	–	
adult)	in	the	fall	2019	LSI Journal at www.LutheranScience.org/2019fall.

Teaching Reality
 The	spiritual	world	is	true	reality,	as	are	historical	events	like	Cre-
ation,	the	Flood,	and	the	Tower	of	Babel.		Can	we	better	connect	that	real-
ity	to	the	subjects	we	teach?		How	well	do	our	students	understand	today’s	
world	in	light	of	a	Christian	worldview?		Do	we	mention	that	God	created	
logic	(as	we	teach	math),	how	there	are	billions	of	fossilized	sea	creatures	
on	almost	every	mountain	(as	we	teach	geography),	and	how	King	David	
was	a	great	poet	(as	we	teach	poetry)?

	 When	we	teach	Bible	history,	do	we	teach	it	more	like	American	
history,	or	more	like	a	story?		Do	our	students	think	of	Adam,	Noah,	and	
David	as	real	historical	people	like	John	F.	Kennedy,	Neil	Armstrong,	and	
Albert	Einstein?		Do	we	have	a	fairytale-like	drawing	of	Noah’s	Ark	on	the	
wall	where	a	dozen	animals	barely	fit	into	the	ark,	or	do	we	describe	the	
immense	scale	of	the	ark	accurately?

 Read	“History	Timeline”	 (grade	7	–	 adult)	 in	 the	 fall	 2019	LSI 
Journal at www.LutheranScience.org/2019fall.

 Read	“The	Purpose	of	Babel”	(grade	9	–	adult)	in	the	fall	2019	LSI 
Journal at www.LutheranScience.org/2019fall.

Devotions
 Devotions	are	a	great	way	to	bring	creation	apologetics	into	the	
classroom.		This	could	include	devotional	messages	which	begin	the	school	
day	or	begin	a	class	period,	but	also	much	shorter	devotional	type	com-
ments	made	while	 teaching	most	any	subject.	 	The	following	devotions	
show	several	ways	to	bring	creation	apologetics	into	a	devotion.		In	some	
of	these	devotions	the	ties	are	minimal,	while	in	others	our	Creator	is	the	
central	theme.		As	a	group,	these	devotions	emphasize	the	gospel	and	faith.	

This is the Day  www.LutheranScience.org/2016summer 

Daily Reminder  www.LutheranScience.org/2018fall   
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God’s Country  www.LutheranScience.org/2018summer   

Faith Is Reality  www.LutheranScience.org/2017winter

Mystery of Sheep  www.LutheranScience.org/2018winter

Want Your Faith to Grow?  www.LutheranScience.org/2016winter

Take Your Questions to Jesus  www.LutheranScience.org/2019summer  

Our Creator Became Our Redeemer www.LutheranScience.org/2016fall 

I Believe in God, the Father Almighty, Creator 
 www.LutheranScience.org/2019spring
The Creator Who Lovingly Cares for His Creation 

 www.LutheranScience.org/2017summer
______________

Let Students See what skeptics see
 A high school religion teacher, Pastor Janke, asks how we can 
help	prepare	our	students	to	face	future	challenges	to	their	faith.		

How	can	we	help	equip	them?		Some	of	us	may	want	to	keep	them	
under	our	care	until	they	are	older.		Yet	we	recognize	when	it	is	
time	 to	graduate,	 they	must	go	 further	out	 into	 the	world	under	
God’s	grace.	 	Can	we	prepare	 them	for	every	challenge	to	 their	
faith?		Perhaps	not.		They	may	face	challenges	we	never	imagined.		
But	perhaps	we	can let them see some	challenges	while	still	under	
our	care,	allow	them	to	wrestle	with	them	a	bit,	and	help	them	find	
the	 confidence	 to	 face	 those	 challenges—confidence	God	 gives	
through	his	Word.

	 Pastor	Janke	challenges	his	students	to	see	that	the	gospels	relate	
very	different	details	about	the	resurrection,	particularly	about	how	many	
angels	and	women	were	present.		This	is	a	stumbling	block	for	many	skeptics.		

	 This	concept	can	also	be	applied	to	the	creation	account.		Many	
skeptics	 point	 out	 that	 Genesis	 1	 has	 God	 creating	 animals	 first,	 then	
Adam—while	Genesis	2	has	God	creating	Adam	first,	then	animals.		We	
should	have	our	students	discover	this	apparent	contradiction,	and	then	lead	
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them	to	learn	there	is	no	contradiction	at	all.		The	Genesis	creation	account	
is	written	like	a	modern	newspaper:	Chapter	1	relates	the	overall	picture	
in	a	chronological	way,	while	chapter	2	zeroes	in	on	the	most	important	
part	(creation	of	people).		Chapter	2	does	not	relate	the	order	God	created.

 Read	“Let	Students	See	what	skeptics	see”	 (grade	9	–	adult)	 in	
the fall 2019 LSI Journal at www.LutheranScience.org/2019fall. While 
this	article	is	aimed	for	use	in	grade	12,	the	concepts	presented	could	be	
employed	down	to	grade	7.		

Adult Bible Class
 Pastor	Olson	mentions	 that	 evolution	 is	 a	 strong	 temptation	 for	
many	adults,

There	are	more	people	in	our	congregations	than	we’d	like	to	admit	
who	struggle	with	believing	in	a	creation	of	six	24-hour	days.	World-
ly	influences	often	lead	us	into	temptation,	and	sadly,	the	world’s	
promotion	of	evolution	with	its	millions	of	years	is	a	strong	influ-
ence	to	view	Adam	and	Eve	as	closer	to	myth	than	to	true	history.3  

Adult Bible class activities could include:

LSI Lesson Book: Consider	working	through	this	lesson	book.		You	could	
take	one	or	two	lessons	per	week.		Print	the	pages	needed	for	each	session.		
Alternatively,	purchase	complete	booklets	from	LSI	for	the	entire	class.		

The Beak of the Finch: Watch	and	critique	this	video.		See	pages	39–40.

Did God Use Evolution to Create?	Watch/discuss	this	video	(page	11).

Look to the Lutheran Science Institute (LSI) for 
confessional Lutheran creation apologetic materials.

www.LutheranScience.org
office@LutheranScience.org

3		Daniel	Olson,	“History	Timeline,”	LSI Journal	33,	no.	4	(fall	2019):	13.	
www.LutheranScience.org/2019fall	(accessed	3-19-20)	
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Help for Congregations
FREE LSI Journals 
mailed	to	your	congregation	each	quarter.	(Free	3-copy	subscription,	
or	$25.00	off	an	8-copy	or	greater	subscription.)

Half Price 
on	color	print	sets	of	LSI Journals	(all	issues	from	2016-2020;	well	
below	the	cost	to	LSI).

Share 
your	congregation’s	creation	apologetic	needs	and	concerns	with	LSI	
leaders,	and	have	your	congregation	vote	in	LSI	elections.		

Receive 
occasional	emails	with	creation	apologetic	 ideas	for	your	congrega-
tion. 

This	is	available	to	WELS1	and	ELS2	congregations	that	become	voting	
members	of	LSI.		Such	membership	is	free.		

Congregational Voting Membership
Details at: www.LutheranScience.org/congregation
Apply by emailing office@LutheranScience.org

Lutheran Science Institute, inc.
This We Believe: www.LutheranScience.org/Believe 

LSI Leadership: www.LutheranScience.org/Leadership 
LSI Constitution: www.LutheranScience.org/Constitution

 Lutheran	 Science	 Institute	 (LSI)	 is	 in	 the	 list	 of	 “affiliated	
ministries”	 in	 the	Wisconsin	Evangelical	Lutheran	 Synod	 year-
book	(page	297	in	the	2020	WELS	yearbook).

1		Wisconsin	Evangelical	Lutheran	Synod,	www.WELS.net (accessed	3-19-20)
2		Evangelical	Lutheran	Synod,	www.ELS.org	(accessed	3-19-20)
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Confessional Lutheran 
Creation Apologetic Materials

www.LutheranScience.org

Articles/Videos Sorted by Topic
Dinosaurs Classroom
Ape to Man? Origin of Life
Noah’s Flood Dating Methods
Natural Selection Fossils and Rocks
Creation Apologetics Old Earth Creationism

Creation Apologetics Used in the WELS
Video and survey report

www.LutheranScience.org/WELSapologetics

Teaching Discernment using evolution videos
www.LutheranScience.org/EvolutionVideos

Videos, Blog, Q&A
www.LutheranScience.org
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LSI Lesson Book
second edition
The booklet you are reading

Free pdf copies are at www.LutheranScience.org/LessonBook

Permission to Copy: LSI grants schools and churches permission to 
reproduce some or all of the LSI Lesson Book for use in their school 
or church.  LSI must be named and its web address included in every 
reproduction. 

Print copies can be purchased at the special prices below, which 
include shipping to the USA (ask for pricing to other locations).  This 
LSI Lesson Book is 8.5” x 5.5,” 48 pages, and has a soft cover.  Prices 
are subject to change without notice.  Purchase with a credit/debit 
card or with PayPal at www.LutheranScience.org/LessonBook or by 
sending a check to Lutheran Science Institute, 13390 W Edgewood 
Ave, New Berlin WI 53151. 

	 1......	 $1.95
	 2......	 $3.70
	 3......	 $5.30
Four or more copies are $0.95 each 
plus $2.99 shipping.  Examples:
	 4......	 $6.79
	 5......	 $7.74
 10...... $12.49
 20...... $21.99
	 30......	 $31.49
 40...... $40.99
	 50......	 $50.49
	 60......	 $59.99
	 70......	 $69.49
	 80......	 $78.99
	 100......	 $97.99
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LSI Journal
published quarterly

Free pdf
www.LutheranScience.org/Journal 

Print Subscription
1 year $7.99; 3 years $19.99

www.LutheranScience.org/print

Set of 18 Journals, 2016-2020 
Softcover, 584 total pages, 5.5 x 8.5
$17.90 per set plus $3.99 shipping

examples:
1 set for $17.90 + $3.99 = $21.89

2 sets for $35.80 + $3.99 = $39.79
www.LutheranScience.org/set

Prices include shipping to USA, and are subject to change without notice.
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